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Body 


To the Editor: 
Two points regarding "A Republican Call to Climate Action" (editorial, Feb. 13): 


For the Democrats: These conservatives' carbon tax and dividend will be more effective than any current 
regulation. For example, the Clean Power Plan would be a moot point under their proposal: The increased price of 
carbon would render its mandates irrelevant. The effects of this policy will be economywide and achieve much more 
than many regulations. 


And for Republicans: Should it really be considered a tax if all the revenue is distributed back to Americans, as 
proposed, and it doesn't grow the size of government? It will reduce the size of government by making some 
regulations irrelevant, and be a net tax cut for most Americans. 


ROBBIE WILLIAMS 
Berkeley, Calif. 
To the Editor: 


This is the ideal moment for the Republican Party to seize the reins on climate change. Americans long for 
moderate candidates, especially those who will address the increasingly urgent environmental problems facing us. 


Republicans are quite vulnerable and likely to lose a lot of seats in 2018, but they could stand a chance of keeping 
their legislative advantage if they move toward the center in this way. 


If that's what it will take to get bipartisan support for climate-change action, then I'll cast that vote. 
ANNA GOODING-CALL 

Salem, Mass. 

To the Editor: 


Re "A Conservative Case for Climate Action," by Martin S. Feldstein, Ted Halstead and N. Gregory Mankiw (Op- 
Ed, Feb. 8): 


It is promising to see conservatives finally suggesting ways to protect our planet from the effects of climate 
change. But their proposed solution of a carbon tax is built on a false premise: that economic pressure will attach 
itself to fossil fuels as readily as it does to some other consumer products. 


Conservatives' Plan for a Carbon Tax 


For example, their presumption ignores the fact -- as documented by the Energy Information Administration and 
experienced by anyone who must drive regularly regardless of cost -- that fuel prices have little effect on gas 
consumption. This is partly why a carbon tax in British Columbia in 2008 has failed to reduce carbon emissions. 


Carbon tax schemes are supported by Democrats, Republicans and even oil and gas giants like Exxon Mobil 
because they avoid stricter environmental regulation and allow for corporate business as usual. Only reining in the 
extraction of fossil fuels at their source -- keeping fossil fuels in the ground -- will limit greenhouse gas emissions 
and looming climate catastrophe. 


SCOTT EDWARDS 
Co-director 

Food & Water Justice Program 
Food & Water Watch 
Washington 

To the Editor: 


Martin S. Feldstein, Ted Halstead and N. Gregory Mankiw make a strong case for a revenue-neutral carbon fee 
and dividend. Many economists agree that a carbon price is necessary to meet emission targets. The writers’ plan 
addresses all the objections that have been raised against a carbon price. 


The strategy described should be acceptable to politicians who are not heavily invested in fossil fuels, dependent 
on the fossil industry for campaign funding, irrevocably committed to a far-right political ideology or for some other 
reason determined not to acknowledge the fact of human-caused climate change and its existential threat. 


Although some politicians fall into those groups, a growing number do not. The proposed plan offers hope for a 
policy that makes America prosperous, energy-secure and a strong leader in the fight for a climate that can sustain 
us. 


CAROL STEINHART 
Madison, Wis. 
To the Editor: 


This well-reasoned proposal resets the table. The fact that it is a game-changer should appeal to President 
Trump's impulse to disrupt the status quo. The policy is clearly rooted in bedrock conservative principles. Yet given 
postelection realities, it is also the best possible, plausible option for liberals and environmentalists. 


In an era of extreme polarization, can we come together on the shared interest of buying insurance on the 
catastrophic risk of climate change? This proposal shows the path. 


TOM KEISER 


Wellesley, Mass. 
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